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Planning Guidance for START Treaty Compliance 



SUBJECT: 

• ^w o r«H QO SECDEF nemOr "Planning for 
(U) consistent wxth the 9 jeb^90 SECT^^ attactoents 

conpliance with a START Treaty ,«ism compliance with a 

provides further 9^1^=* ?!j?Sj^?SSS appropriate 
START Treaty and ^"^"^"f „?S?^oSliancf shSuld the Treaty 
coordination) ne=«ssary to peraxt ^o^^J^^ion. actions 
enter into force as early as 199 J- SSlities subject to 
Scessary to Pe«>it: projection J« ";J.^J|Si;r"ixi8 guidance 

!SSe;";2'?Se'sir^- mI^^^^^^^ ^-^^ 

and the Defense Agencies. 

The START Treaty for S^^fSSS^^S^i^iS^^r '\ 
the position f«^«l,;y^/5s"aS the USSR on the Reduction and 
proposed Treaty between JJJ^J^"^ and includes the Treaty, 
SSSSS; l^dSSrSi^SiS protocol. Throw-wei^ht Protocol, 
and Memorandum of Understanding. 

(U) consistent ^iHi^'STSilitJ^Sf Si S^^comply with 
responsibility for assuring ge gJj^lJ^S.^the addressees of 
the STAFT Treaty i^J^gS ^J^iSleaenting compliance 

this memorandum are "fP°"^";°/"tSrs of security policy 
within their «?9aiuzatxons. Joj ^^^Sf interaction with 

f*2^ *??hrSSiet^SniS. including military and 
S;i!iS^2S:i»e!.'?So1?r\as prim;ry responsibility. 

^ . r«^r.o Maw. and Army have lead responsibility 
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reso.ctive o.s. solid rocX« »ot;or produojr. li«ed Snll 
"'^S; Hr Fcr=e will also 5?- "»||5'SiigLi! J Siy b.==». 
.s.e>t>ly »=iii«i« "°?i^:.^^?SS f«UitiM will ^ 

identified as an inspected site under STABT. 

Si.. iSpSsssf^yrafr^sss?!?^^^^^^^ 

interag^cy policy foruas. Guidance in tHis area wili ee 
provided when it becomes available. 




t!"^5*?S!"soiid Roclcet Motor Producers and their Responsible 

2, IfSiSg^ciidance for Inpleaentation of the Start Treaty (S) 
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XJB SOUS PSOOUCSSB 
JOQ TSSZH 2UESPOHSZBL2 UZ^VZCZ 



TlxiokPlr Space Ops, Proaontory 
Thiokol, Strat Ops, Pro&ontory 
Hercules, Bacchus £as^, Hagna 
Hercules r Bacchus West, Magna 
Unilied Technologies, Coyote 
.^eojet:^ Sacranento 
Horton ThioJcol, Huntsville 
Morton Thiokol, Marshall 
Morton Thlokol, £lkton 
Indism Head, Md 
Hercules, Allegany 
Atlantic Research, Caisden 
Atlantic Research, Gainsville 
Hercules, Radford 
Hereuliu, McGregor 
Talley Zndoistries, Phoenix 
Universal Propulsion, Phoenix 



SZSPOtfSIBXiZ 8ZRVTCZ 
Air Force 
Air Force 
Navy 
Havy 

Air Force 
Air Force 
Axay 
Aray 

Air Force 

Havy 

Navy 

Havy 

Navy 

Arsy 

Havy 

Air Force 
Air Force 




mp] mm. 




ATCH 1 







1 |>.i-'rV-.-->.V:-M: 



PUOINXHG GXTIDAHCS TOR IMPL2HE2ITAXION OP THE START TRSATY (U) 
. A« Schedule and Tasking (U) 

{^Stl DoO Is to begin to plan for iaplesentation of a START 
Treaty to permit the Department to be ready to comply by early 
1991. The comprehensive plan from each Service, the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff, OSO, and the Defense Agencies should include: 

(U) 1. An internal compliance process similar to that 
described in DoD Instruction S-5I00.72 and DoD Directive 5100.70. 

(TJ) 2. Identification of each organization's obligations 
under each provision of the Treaty and a plan to permit 
compliance with these obligations. 

(U) 3. Insiaection and protection plans for DoD and DoD 
contractor facilities subject to OSI. 

(U) "4. Identification of actions required prior to entry 
into force to comply with the Treaty. 

B. Reporting Requirements (U) 

(U) Compliance implementation plans will be submitted 
through DDRE/SACSC to USD (A) for DoD review and approval. 
Additionally, compliance implementation progress reports will be 
submitted monthly through DDRE/SAC&C to USD (A). The first 
iteration of compliance implementation plans will be submitted 
through DDRE/SAC&C to USD (A) for review 30 days after treaty 
signature « 

C. Funding (U) 

j(0T Affected components must* provide FY 1990 funding to 
cover any costs of near-^term efforts to assure compliance with an 
early 1991 START Entry Into Force. Zf efforts cannot be 
accommodated within available funding or below threshold 
reprogramming action, components must identify specific 
requirements and appropriate funding levels by program element, 
appropriation and/or line item, as appropriate, as soon as 
possible in order that reprogramming action can be initiated 
within FY 1990. Proposed reprogramming actions must include 
specific ftandlng sources sufficient to cover the required treaty 
compliance resources. 

(U) USD (A) , Program Analysis and Evaluation (ASD/PA&E) , and 
Comptroller will address the requirement for FY 1991 funds based 
on inputs from the affected components. The FY 1991 funding 
requirement will also need to identify specific program elements, 
appropriation and line items, as appropriate, in order to 
facilitate appropriation of funds by Congress* FY 1991 funding 
requirements will have to be accompanied by offsets equal to the 
funding required for treaty compliance. Every effort should be 
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(U) Funding requirements for FY 1992 ^^l^^^oeD Agency 
addreisid in the P<>«/B«'*rl^f na ^4 nSSal Uis process. 

SS.S!:rSll^2 iSfeSiraSd'J^Lls wilX .e deal. w... 

D o«fiiitti<">s Interpntatlons (n) ... 

Z. Int.m.1 «»pliai.=. P"ce» for s«:vi=.s/OoD M«>=i.s (U) 

^ TPS and DoO agencies shoixld 

(U) The service Secretaries. JCS. SJj^ „onitoring elements 

F Elimination/conversion PlanBing (TJ) 

(H) The Joint Staff «»d OSD h^e P^«ry^r^^i|^ 
for plaining for the draw-doim of OS forces to wb 
limits and tlaetables. 

jtiif The Air Force »SSSiS%ir pSSnS^'aad 

invoiJSent) has P^W^SSJ^wiisSn/SLIagTof lis Minutesan 

accomplishing •iJ3i2i2iSS^i?^/l*««'=*»««'-^iL^'" 
II, Minttteaan I^^' S JT^gSTSsSiated with those" systems 
and B-IB bombers, ^ *Jii;JSSn!slailarly. the Navy has 
which are »ubi«et •^gingJ^'Sii^^ of 
|SiSgn^^St%SS,*?JBSriSd any associa^d^ items a. 

yeqairod bythe Treaty. 

J «^ Biana should identify elfiaination, 
(U) service and Agency plans procadires-for 

conversion, and 'J^^tiS. ?h5 selection of 

requirements. 



G. Notification Planning/Data Manaye«ent <U) 

The Air Force. Na-^, °?^;„Sdu?S*Inf SS"?s?e»s for 
aaenciS will establish internal proce^" *"Jj^J*STaRT treaty, 
^h^SiSfiStion of their actions ^f^^^^ be developed by 

iS aScSdiS wit»» "''^i^=*$i2"jSn?iSS Sd OOSD(A) will 
JusD?A?^ the Joint Staff. J^^^sTaS ceSral data system, 

iointiv Sfine the requirements for aST^T |^ ^3 NBRC 
iIi;SXe3? tS Pro'iJ* f^ScSl.^e specific agency 

IS^eSLSSf JSS SSlaS^nSS%eI«al data system w.11 be 
Sesignatad at a later time. 

(U) Joint Staff will oversee ^« «^5SS%S'eSi5°?hS*" 

base Si 5iS ««^2S%nd*?eSSii S Jl^irS Sy the Treaty. 
MOU Changes are updated and reporcea ^ 

H Review of DoO Production. Test and Deployment Programs for 
cSapliance with the Treaty (U) - - - 

,n) DOO services and Agencies ^^J^^f "sSlS^E of this 
monitoring process con^^^l^S, ™r2S^iate programs for 
document for the JffflSiuest OSO(A) approval 

compliance, ^gj^ff J ^estion of compliance, 

whenever any activity raises a ^ 

1, Inspections (O) 

DoO Directive TS-«134e2* 

(U) (For Declared facilities) The^S^ig^^J^^^ 
agencies iill identify US ««^JfSaSffS?«aSh facility under 

(T,, (For Ondeclared S^gil^S* .SSS"^xf'LS'lS?SSy 
of sites subject to suspect Site Inspectio^^aj^ within 
SdJi*Svi«r^thin DoDby a^ggji^f^SSS 52l be provided, 
interagency policy forums. Aa«.^"*» ^ 

J, pretaetion (tr) 

, J TT«5nfP^ and with other DoD security 
(U) under the lead of ™<J> • S° . Se Services, and DoD 
organizations and affected ?2?o^'SS?fortheir facilities. 
aPncies will d^^^J^oP P^SS^|ST^i?StJ Sill submit security 

^r^sjSgh^tsrSD^eS^^^^ i^%ri^i .r 
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K. Equipaent to support OSI (U) 

IV) 0S1& is responsible for U.S. procurement of verification 
equipieit to support'^on-site inspections xn the Soviet Union. 

ru) DMA is the executive agent for DURE for DoD research and 
development of the equipment to support on-sita inspections. 
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